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SCHMIDT ADDRESSES EAST-WEST, EEC RELATIONS 





LDO31030 Hamburg DPA in German 0814 GMT 3 Dec 81 


[Text] Bonn, 3 Dec (DPA) — Chancellor Helmut Schmidt expects from his meeting with Erich 
Honecker, chairman of the CIR Council of State, next week in the GDR specific prospects for 
an improvement in intra-German relations. Ina government statement on foreign and German 
policy the chancellor told the Bundestag today that the SPD/FDP coalition agreed that the 
meeting with Honecker must give indications that goodwill exists on both sides to overcome 
a period of setbacks in relations between the two German states. 


During his meeting the chancellor hinted, in the opinion of observers, at the possibility 
of improved conditions for people with the remark: “I hope that this meeting will open up 
perspectives that will be experienced by all Germans and which will encourage them.” 
Schmidt warned, however, against drawing up a sheet of too many demands for the meeting 
with Honecker. The two sides must not block one another through excessive demands. “The 
talk is taking place without preconditions," he said, “and Iam concerned that it is not 
made more difficult through publicly expressed expectations and overly ambitious yard- 
sticks.” He said that dialogue is the main thing. As withthe recent visit by Soviet party 
and state head !eonid Brezhnev to Bonn, there will be "no signing of new agreements” at 

the intra-Germ . summit. 


In the predominantly political part of his statement the chancellor urged the Soviet Union 
to make its contribution tothe Geneva negotiations with the United States on nuclear arms 
in Europe which began on 30 November. The meeting with Brezhnev in Bonn had, in Schmidt's 
opinion, given a further boost to the East-West dialogue and had shown “encouraging first 
signs" for the disarmament negotiations. In the wake of the failure of the London summit 
of the European Community the chancellor urged that compromises be made in important matters 
of EEC reform at the forthcoming consultations of the foreign ministers this year. 


Pointing to the Brezhnev visit and the efforts for the Geneva negotiations, Schmidt said 
that the results of recent months and days have given reason for hope. "We have made 
greater progress than probably many have recently wanted to think possible." He appealed 
to everyone: "Stick to the course because the course is peace." 


With regard to the American-Soviet disarmament dialogue, the chancellor said that the 
Federal Government has done everything in its power to bring about the negotiations. “Our 
aim is to help these negotiations to be conducted briskly and to see that they bring tan- 
gible results.” The worries and fears in the East and West about nuclear missile arming, 
which he had discussed with Brezhnev, can only be removed "if the Soviet Union also makes 
its contribution to the current negotiations in such a way that concrete results are 
achieved by the end of the summer 1983." Bonn put the zero option -- complete renunciation 
of medium-range weapons -- in the foreground of the talks with Brezhnev. If, however, there 
are no concrete results toward the end of 1983, Schmidt stressed, the deployment of 

American medium-range weapons envisaged in the NATO dual decision will take place. 


Schmidt reaffirmed his conviction about the firm resolve for negotiations and the reduction 
of weapons of both American President Reagan and Soviet leader Brezhnev. He sees 
“encouraging signs" on the basis of the talks with Brezhnev, for example, in the Soviet 
readiness to reduce the numbers of medium-range missiles during the negotiations. 

Alluding to the proposal for a moratorium on medium-range weapons repeated by Brezhnev in 
Bonn, the chancellor said that “attempts to try to perpetuate the imbalance that currently 
exists through negotiations are unacceptable." 


Schmidt again confirmed “important differences of opinion" at the German-Soviet summit, 
but said that above and beyond these differences is the common denominator of concern 
for peace. 











VII. 3 Dec 8] J 2 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


The Soviet side made no attempt to drive a wedg: between the Federal Republic and its 

Western alliance partners. The Federal Republic stands firmly in the Western camp; it 

is and will remain a reliable ally. The FRG was ahle to have its voice heard in the alliance. 
“And we do this for the benefit of a stable security partnership between East and West “1 the 
interests of great efforts and endeavours for reducing the worldwide arms spiral.” 


The chancellor said that the financial compromise for the European Community which tae 

foreign ministers are to agree upon at a closed meeting this month is “necessary and possible.’ 
He explained the difficulties that stood in the way of reaching an agreement at the European 
Council meeting last week. He said that the following four points remain open: 1) the 
formula for limiting the rise in agriculture costs; 2) the question of how to limit surpluses 
in milk production; 3) the question of Mediterranean produce; 4) the problem of the budget'‘s 
structure. 


Schmidt again stressed that the Federal Republic cannot be the only EEC member with unre- 
stricted net payments to the community. The EEC cannot allow itself, in the present world 
political situation, “to spend a long time disagreeing over milk and olives." Here the 
chancellor underlined Bonn's will to further strengthen the community and to support new 
political orientations. The Federal Government also agreed to remain the largest net 
payer but not without limits. 


Schmidt also paid tribute to the German-Italian initiative for the promotion of the process 
of political unity in the cocmumity through the formal establishment of institutions which 
have arisen politically such as the regular meetings of the foreign ministers. 


Schmidt also expressed understanding of the fears of young people and said he had experienced 
similar fears during the invasion of Afghanistan, during the Schleyer kidnapping, during 
international incidents and during World War II. He said that “Leonid Brezhnev has the 


£ Al 
Same iear. 


However, the Federal Government must not give in to fears but must overcome them in the 
search for sensible solutions. Schmidt recognized that the “passionate vehemence” of the 
peace movement is connected not only with fear “but also with morality.” 


The chancellor stressed that the preservation of the “liberties contained in our Basic 
Law" is the supreme guideline. Here the preservation of balance is of great importance 
because “whoever strives for and secures military preponderance does not need to negotiate, 
he can dictate." On the other hand, “he who comes to terms with military preponderance can 
get into the situation where he tries in vain for negotiation and discussion.” 


Addressing the churches, Schmidt said that the obligation to act politically and to nego- 
tiate “cannot be replaced or forced out by declarations.” 


Koh! Responds 
LDO31226 Hamburg DPA in German 0956 GMT 3 Dec 81 


[Text] Bonn, 3 Dec (DPA) -- As first speaker in the debate [in the Bundestag following 
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt's government statement], opposition leader Helmut Kohl announced 
“strong support for the NATO dual dec.sion.” The CDU chairman accused the chancellor of 
having failed to mention that French President Francois Mitterrand, too, had preferred to 
counterarm first and then negotiate. "Why did you only name Minister-President Strauss 
and not Mitterrand, or at least both of them?", Kohl asked to loud laughter. 


Kohl also backed a policy of understanding and cooperation with the Soviet Union and all 
Warsaw Pact states. He recalled his talk with Brezhnev last week in Bonn in which the 
Soviet party leader said that a constructive policy with the German Government is possible, 
as well as with the German opposition. 
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But facts are more important than words. The Soviet leaders spoke of peace but continued 
to wage war in Afghanistan, Kohl said. He also accused Moscow of preventing definite 
progress at the Vienna force reduction negotiations and also in the implementation of the 
CSCE Final Act. Moreover, Moscow in the final joint communique during Brezhnev's 1978 
Bonn visit -- “and I would have welcomed it, Mr Federal Chancellor, if today you had made 
a comparison with this” -- had already spoken of military balance at a time when there 
were about 150 individual warheads. Today, Kohl said, the Soviet Union has some 750 
individual warheads on the modern SS-20s. 


Kohl accused the Soviet Union of ruthless pursuit of its interests. Although the 1978 
Statement spoke about the indivisibility of world peace, a few months later the Soviet Union 
invaded Afghanistan. It is “not because we are supporters of the Cold War," Kohl stressed, 
but on grounds of conscience that we must not remain silent over Moscow's excesses. 


The fact that Brezhnev's first visit to the West after the invasion of Afghanistan was to 
Bonn is no coincidence given the fact that important sections of the governing parties in 
Bonn are critical of the American administration and the NATO dual decision, Kohl said. 
Brezhnev wanted to exploit this and at the same time he succeeded in breaking out of 
international isolation. 


Speaking for the opposition, Kohl expressly acknowledged that Chancellor Schnidt and 
Foreign Minister Hans-Die’rich Genscher had used the opportunity of Brezhnev's visit 

to Bonn and had fully backed the American President's disarmament proposals. President 
Reagan has clearly underlined the desire to arrive at definite disarmament. Kohl called 
on the chancellor to see to it in his party that the “slandering of American policy” is 
stopped. 


In this connection Kohl sharply criticized the fact that leading coalition politicians 
are in the meantime calling into question the date of the counterarming with medium-range 
weapons planned for 1983. They are busy ruining the opportunities given by the Brezhnev 
visit after de event and are interfer .ng with a successful outcome to the Geneva 
negotiations. Moscow had to be told th:t any German Government would be determined in 
1983 to have the medium-range missiles stationed if there were no results in Geneva. 


Kohl again accused the chancellor of having a wide gulf between his policy and the policy 
of the SPD. This is graphically illustrated in the Soviet proposal for a moratorium on 
deploying medium-range missiles. The opposition agreed that Schmidt had rejected a 
moratorium of this kind. "But what value is the chancellor if Brandt, Wehner and others 
deliberate in public on whether a moratorium is not desirable after all." Schmidt no 
longer has a majority in his party in foreign and security policy. There would not be 

a Federal Government security policy, said Kohl, if the CDU/CSU does not help to carry 
out this policy. 


With reference to the planned meeting between Schmidt and Honecker, Kohl said that the CDU/CSU 
hopes in the interest of all Germans that both sides support peace, that there will be 
negotiations on quite definite human problems and that signals will be given. Trust 

does not grow in Europe through impenetrable borders. The credibility of the Soviet 

and GDR policy of peace and detente has to be measured by definite deeds. 


Kohl reviewed negatively the Federal Government's efforts for progress in the European 
unification process. If the coalition had in the past 10 years taken as much trouble 
over Europe as over the ostpolitik, progress would have been made. Kohl regretted that 
no problems were solved at the EC summit in London. If there is a country in Europe in 
need of European integration, then it is divided Germany because only under the European 
roof can something be done for German unity. 


Kohl warned against seeing EC problems from fiscal standpoints and gave the assurance that 
the opposition is prepared to make the necessary sacrifices for Europe. “It is a question 
of money but it is above all about the vision of a new Europe.” Perspectives are needed 
over atid above the decisions that are currently necessary. The European act submitted 

by Bonn and Rome could be an attempt at showing these perspectives. 
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CHEYSSON REVIEWS POLICY OF FIRST STIX MONTHS 





PMO021249 Paris LE MONDE in French 2 Dec 81 pp 1, 5 


(Maurice Delarue interview with External Relations Minister Claude Cheysson: “Soviet 
Strategists’ Main Objective Is To Separate Europe's Defense From Rest of Atlantic 
Alliance” -- date and place not piven!) 


[Text] [Question] After 6 months in office, the government's good intentions are coming 

up against the harsh realities of the world. We have good relations with Washington but 
much less good relations with Moscow, and France is absent from East-West dialogue; the 
attempt at a rapprochement with London has failed and the loosening of the French-German 
accord is preventing Europe fromrunn’ 1g properly; we are in danger of quarreling with every- 
body in the Near East and although the Libyans have left, things threaten to return to 
chaos in Chad. 


[Ansver] Listening to your summary, I am delighted to disagree with virtually all vou say. 


We want relations with the USSR which are as close and warm as possible. We are going to 
sign the biggest contract ever concluded between the two countries: 8 billion cubic meters 
of gas and, in exchange, consumer poods with a high level of labor required to produce 
them. We are stepping up contacts with East Europe. 


We do indeed have a problemwith the USSR. Our political relations are not as intimate and 
regular as they were in normal circumstances because French opinion is deeply affected bv 
the Soviet presence in Afghanistan. This is a phenomenon which, as public polls show, is 
more marked in France than in Britain and the United States. I think -- and I said this 
to Mr Gromvko -- that this stems from the French people's memory of occupation. 


Judeing from what my Yugoslav counterpart says, his compatriots react in the same way for 
the same reason. As long as this situation lasts we will not be able to have a regular 
series of meetings with the Soviet leaders. 


[Question] Do you rule out any visit? 


[Answer] I do not rule out anything. I met with Mr Gromyko in New York, and I could 
meet him elsewhere, but we will not restore the usual rate of French-Soviet meetings. I 
do not like this situation because I would like closer political relations. There is a 
broad measure of agreement between us on some subjects like the Near East: but on the 
points on which we disagree it is important to have discussions. Our main disagreement 
obviously relates to the excessive levels of Soviet arms in Europe. 


I am not just talking about the Euromissiles. The USSR has been making a colossal arms 
effort for around 10 years, since it is estimated to have devoted 15 percent of its GNP to 
it whereas the NATO countries have set 3 percent as their objective. [sentence as published] 


A considerable proportion of these armaments -- Euromissiles, tanks, artillery, tactical 
aircraft — threaten only Europe. It is this which markedly increases the danger: the 
separation in people's minds between Europe's defense and that of the Atlantic entity. 


This “decoupling” could produce a psychological demobilization on the other side of the 
Atlantic. The risk was particularly serious 18 months ago when the White House gave the 
impression that it was not taking a firm enough line. Where would we be if, as some 
peopie thought after Mr Reagan's more recent statement, a limited war in Europe was 
conceivable? 
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Let's be frank: We would be in a position of marked weakness. It is clear that the 
Soviet strategists’ main objective over the past 10 vears has been this separation 
between Europe’s defense and that of the Atlantic entity. 


Simultaneously a complementary movement is taking shape: the psychological rejection 

of nuclear arms. The biggest danger for us would result from the combination of this 
“decoupling” and this rejection, which would leave Europe with a rough proportion of 

one to five in conventional forces against the USSR. That would seem to warrant more 
detailed discussions among the allies and much more frequent contacts with the Soviets. 
{Question} Strategic dialogue is finally going to resume between the Americans and Soviets. 
Europe's security is the subject of this dialogue and vet we are not taking part 


[Answer] There are signs of a resumption and we welcome it. Since the end of the war 
the French have always wanted this dialogue. Mr Reagan's latest speech contains 
interesting elements. His choice of the “zero option” on the Euromissiles is definitely 
gaining ground. All the allies, ourselves included, agree with it. It forces the Soviets 
to either shrug their shoulders or enter into discussion. In Bonn Mr Brezhnev merely 


reiterated his proposal for a moratorium, in a barely improved form. “I will not deploy 
any more Euromissiles and may withdraw a few of the oldest ones if you abandon your 
response.” This is unacceptable, but Mr Brezhnev did feel obliged to respond. 


More importantly, American-Soviet nuclear talks are starting in Geneva on medium-range 

weapons. This is only an initial step because the various types of nuclear weapons are 
inseparable, we welcome this, too, therefore, and we have always approved of the SALT 

agreements. 


Finally, we hope to succeed in launching the conferencz proposed by the previous French 
Government on “confidence building” measures for conventional forces from the Atlantic 
to the Urals. 


Far from being absent from the strategic dialogue, we are taking a much greater part in 
it than before. First because we have publicly stated what our predecessors thought 
without saying it, namely that the deplovment of the Soviet Euromissiles changes the 
quality of the threat and introduces a new level in deterrence. We also sav that this 
threat must either be balanced or removed, and the Soviets will only negotiate if they 
are convinced of our determination. 


We have said so openly, and this has played quite a major role in changing thinkine and 
supplied valuable support for governments having problems with their public opinion. 
This is one of the reasons why our relations with the FRG are so trusting. 


British Isolation 


[Question] European worries in the sphere of security are being expressed increasingly 
frequently. You yourself recalled the existence of the only European organization which 
has competence in the defense sphere -- the WEU, which has hitherto been completely 
forgotten. 


[Answer] Unfortunately it is unthinkable, for how long I cannot say, to envisage Europe 
defending itself. The zone is too narrow, and the deterrence logic implies a potential 
escalation which must necessarily involve the Americans. The idea of building a self- 
sufficient European defense system is a [mere] dream as far as the foreseeable future 

is concerned. 


However, the Europeans feel greater solidarity with each other now than when the American 
umbrella was foolproof. At that time we had no worries; today we do, because NATO's 
necessary response to excessive Soviet armament leads to a buildup of weapons in Europe 
which is prompting considerable public reaction. 
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Thus solidarity in anxiety is being formed among the governments in face of the anxiety 
felt by public opinion and the prospect that fear will dominate all other feelings and 
will spark isolationist reactions. In addition, as I have recalled, the Americans do not 
always speak clearly. Mr Reagan's remarks on limited war aroused fears that the Americans 
could move away from us. There is, therefore, good reason for the Europeans to discuss 
security among themselves, especially since there is this desire to utilize the EEC. 


Nonetheless the community is limited by treaties and by the reluctance felt by Ireland, 
which is not part of the Atlantic alliance, to discuss strategy. So there is the WH 
(note: since 1955 the VM has comprised Britain and the six EEC founder members -- the 
FRG, France, Italy, Belgium, th Netherlands and Luxembourg); since the Europeans want to 
discuss security, the WED must be revived. 


[Question] But the WEU was designed to contain and control the FRG’s armaments. How 
could it be revived without altering its provisions? 


[Answer] ‘ do not yet know what proposals we will make, but the reasons for wanting to 
revive the WEU are quite the reverse of those you mention. 


[Question] In Europe the attempt to achieve a French-®ritish rapprochement back in the 
first few weeks of Mr Mitterrand’s 7-year term failed. 


[Answer] No. The attempt has not failed but the rapprochement has not been achieved. 

This confirms the considerable difficulties which Britain is facing. There is no rupproche- 
ment between it and anybody. President Mitterrand has seen Mrs Thatcher several times. 

Since I have been a minister I think that I have seen Peter Carrington, my British counter- 
part, more than once a week, and we have contacts by telephone or some other means on average 
every 2 days. i think that the same is true of our other counterparts. But there is no 
rapprochment because Britain is going through an extraordinarily difficult crisis and is 
adopting specific attitudes in European affairs. The British ideas were not supported by 
anybody at the European Council meeting in London. 


The Role of the French-German Pairing 
[Question] But at the same time our relations with the FRG have stopped being preferential.... 


[Answer] What President Mitterrand said is that our preferential relations with the FRG 
cannot be exclusive. In practical terms, and especially in the process of European building, 
the role of the French-German pairing is decisive. That has been confirmed. Since our 
arrival in office the convergence between our foreign policies has further strengthened 

our accord. I spoke of East-West relations; I could also mention Africa, Afghanistan or 
Central America. But these relations are not exclusive. We also have preferential relations 
with Britain, owing to our interests and responsibilities in the world, our membership in 

the Security Council, and our nuclear weapons; we also have such relations with Italy, owing 
to our membership in the Mediterranean and Latin world. 


[Question] The fact remains that the virtual failure of the London European Council meeting 
gives the foreign ministers the responsibility of solving the disputed issues. How are you 
going to overcome this? 





[Answer] It is striking to note that the only subject on which we made progress is a new 
one, the one we propose: recovery. When I told our partners, 10 days after the formation 
of the government, that we wanted to put forward recovery proposals before discussing 
budgetary arrangements, many people thought we wanted to block everything. However, the 
only practical decisions taken in London relate to recovery. 
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My second observation is that the procedure adopted for the other problems -- budget and 
agriculture -- is the only one which makes progress possible. Hitherto the job was given to 
officials who could not make decisions or to heads of state and government who lacked 
information. In my view ouly the foreign ministers, meeting behind closed doors, can grasp 
the political dimension of the problems while being sufficiently well informed. Moreover 

the community foreign minisi«rs’ council should be given the role of “general affairs council” 
which is conferred on it by vhe treaties and which has been shelved. 


The Palestinians’ Right 


[Question] Europe also has the Near East on its agenda. But Mr Segin has just said that 
he regards Mr Mitterrand, but not you, as Israel's friend. What is your reply? 


[Answer] I hope that Mr Begin's accident will not prevent him from receiving me next 

week. When I saw him on television I would have liked to tell him that his opinion is 

based on misinterpretations. If what he said were true, I would not last 24 hours as 
minister. I regard myself as having been Israel's friend for as long as it has existed, 

and moreover the same is true of most French people. But I think that Israel's future 

is to be found in the region and inpeace. Peace must be restored to the region. However, 
there will be no peace in the region unless the rights of the other peoples are also 
recognized. The Palestinian people have the same rights as the Syrian, Iraqi and Israeli 
peoples. Who can believe that those people can live in peace if they have no state’? Whe 
can think that that will happen without negotiations among the forces in the region, including 
those represented by the Palestinian pcople? Mr Begin says that he is interested in how 

I will answer his questions. I am very interested in how he will answer mine, if he allows 
me to ask them. France has a very clear policy in the Near East and expresses it in the 
same way everywhere. President Mitterrand will say the same in Israel as in Riyedh and 
Algiers. 


[Question] Your policy of balancing the Palestinians’ and Israelis’ rights is not fundamentally 


different from that of the previous government, but it is more clearly expressed. Yow are 
taking risks, including that of falling out with everybody. For instance by taking part 
in the Sinai peacekeeping force on the terms laid down by the 23 November statement. 


[Answer] In such a troubled region the nuance between getting on well with everybody and 
falling out with everybody is slight. Should we limit ourselves to fine statements? After 
repeating that we supported the Security Council resolution calling for withdrawa) from the 
occupied territories, could we refuse some small responsibility once those territories 
have been evacuated? It would be shameful to dodge the issue. 


There is more to it than this. There was a tragic event, namely As-Sadat's death. Now 
there will be no peace without Egypt, and those who want peace must hope that Egypt will be 
consolidated. What would become of Egypt if Sinai were not evacuated? We are too close 
to the Near East in all respects to be indifferent to it. You know what the continuation 
of tension in the Near East ultimately means: the massive presence of the superpowers 
using the Israelis and Syrians as intermediaries. That is certainly not in our interest. 


Moreover, although we are openly criticized by everybody for our participation in the 
Sinai force, we are congratulated by many people behind the scenes. 


[Question] France also took a risk by prematurely supporting Prince Fahd's plan, which 
broke up the Arab summit in Fes. 


[Answer] We do not approve of all those ideas. We simply say that Prince Fahd's statement 
is the most promising to be made for years. In my opinion it will continue to be the most 
interesting basis for consideration for a long time. What happened in Fes does not 
contradict that and, finally, the PLO similary deemed Prince Fahd's declaration premature. 
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[Question] What do you expect the president's visit to Algiers to produce? 


[Answer] An atmosphere. We can count on this because a number of years have elapsed 
since the war, because the Algerian leaders show great realism and because the left has 
come to power in France with a whole range of expressions and approaches which are 
sympathetic to the Algerians. The value of this visit can only be assessed in 6 months 
or a year. 


[Question] Does France have a Maghreb policy? 


[Answer] It is our dream to have one. In 1956, long before independence, 1 contributed 
to a report known as the “senior civil servants’ report on Algeria.” which placed the 
future of French-Algerian relations in the Maghreb framework. Our relations with Algeria, 
Morecco and Tunisia must be given Maghreb aspects. Similarly their relations with us 
must be given European aspects. However, they still have to agree to this. That is why 
we are at least happy to see some development taking shape in the Saharan conflict. 

The Moroccan king made a very courageous approach which gives rise to great hope and 
which is also linked to Libyz's approach. 


[Question] While we are on the subject, Libya's withdrawal from Chad is 4 diplomatic 
success, but isn't there a danger of a return to chaos? 


[Answer] I would not say that it was a success. It would have been a success if the 
withdrawal had taken place in conditions which enab’.ed Chad to devote itself to the task 
of rebuilding, but a hasty withdrawal does not make this possible. Let us say that things 
are developing more favorably. 


[Question] What about our relations with Libya? 
[Answer] There is now no reason why they should not improve. 
A Socialist Policy 


[Question] The partisan, Socialist character which you display in your action abroad 
has prompted strong criticism even in our newspaper. What is your reply’ 


[Answ.., Why should a country pursue the same policy whatever party is in power? There 
is no such thing as a foreign policy but a French policy which has foreign aspects, and 
this policy necessarily bears the stamp of the party in government. Where have I spoken 
of the Socialist nature of this policy? In countries where this nature opens up the best 
possibilities for us, in Yugoslavia for instance. We have undoubtedly adopted attitudes 
in Central America which a rightwing government would not have adopted. I do not see 
what reason there is for criticizing that. I am not the pope and I do not propound 
ecumenical ideas, I am a member of a leftwing government defending the interests of France -- 
the whole of France, of course -- and we do not necessarily view those interests in the 
same way as the previous rightwing government. I should probably not have spoken of 
"Socialist France” but of "France's leftwing government.” The expression does no. change 
the essence of my thinking. 


MINISTRY SAYS POLISARIO FREE TO OPEN OFFICE 








NCO30700 Paris AFP in English 0626 GMT 3 Dec 81 


[Text] Paris, 3 Dec (AFP) — The Saharan nationalist guerrillas, the Polisario Front, 
are now free to open an office in France whenever they want, but such a move would not 
imply any official recognition or privilege, the Foreign Ministry said Wednesday. The 
law requiring foreign organizations to get official permission first was abolished last 
month. Top French Socialist Party officials visiting Algeria earlier this week with 
President Francois Mitterrand had talks with Polisario representatives in Algiers about 
official French recognition. 
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NAPOLITANO INTERVIEWED ON DIVERCENCES IN PCI 





PMO21541 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 19 Now 81 p 7 


Lucio Caracciolo interview with PCI Secretariat Member Ciorgio Napolitano: “Time for 
PCI-PSI Dialogue Has Arrived™] 


[Excerpt] [Questicn] Deputy Napolitano, profound political differences within the 
leadership group have emerged in the Communist Party in recent years and months. On the 
other hand, your debate is often incomprehensible to the uninitiated. You have proposed 
that “differing tendencies and opinions be compared more openly.” Is this happening? 


[Answer] Two requirements are borne in mind by our party and its leadersip group: an open 
and clear debate and a united effort designed to avoid damaging countcrpositions or even 
tendencies toward factious or splittist attitudes. All of us are esually aware of these 
requirements. We are trying to find a balance between them. I regard the result achieved 
with the document passed by the Directorate and later by the Central Committee as positive. 
We have not denied the existence of differing opinions on this or that aspect of our 
policy, but I would like to state now that grossly oversimplified or distorted, and some- 
times entirely gratuitous, portrayals of our debate are still being made. 


[Question] For instance? 


[Answer] It is suggested that some of us are seeking alliances with the PSI at any price, 
irrespective of substance, or are concerned only with day-to-day political tactics and not 
vith plans for the transformation of society, and so forth. Also it is being suggested that 
others of us are entirely insensitive toward the PSI and in general toward the parties 

with which we cooperate in local government, because of problems concerning trade union 
unity, and so forth. 


[Question] But these are not just journalistic simplifications. There is the authoritative 
example of Franco Rodano, rightly or wrongly regarded as one of the Communist Secretariat's 
advisers, who recently launched a scathing attack on the “paranoid fans of Craxi-iem,” the 
"burdensome deadwood” that are tainting Berlinguer’s “correct” line. Do you consider 


yourself one of these? 


[Anewer|] That article (I will ignore the regrettable language that he uses) lies within 
the framework of the unreliable portrayals of our debate that I mentioned before. 


[Question] You have admitted, however, that divergences on “this or that point” do exist 
among you. What are these points? 


[Answer] The nature of the debate emerged cleariy back at the July Central Committee 
meeting. The points on which the dialectic and a resolution were understandably open 

could be identified, even then, as relations with the PSI, what approach to adopt toward 

the need for leftwing unity, how to approach the morality issues, how to regard the PCI's 
distinctness and how to pursue the objective of the democratic alternative. I would 

like to state with great conviction that the Central Committee document for the regional) 
congresses constitutes a satisfactory synthesis of various opinions or emphases, which 

it is proper to compare without the personalizations which the press has emphasized so much. 
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ITALY & THE VATICAN 


FIRM NATO POLICY AFFECTS USSR"S MISSILE STANCE 





PMD21219 Rome AVANTI in Italian 26 Mow 81 pp i, 5 
[Fraucesco Gozzano article: “Brezhnev'’s Apparent Flexibility To Be Tested in CGeneva™] 


[Excerpt] What a long time ago it seems that Gromyke anrounced that any decision by 

HATO to deploy medium-range missiles in Evrepe would “destroy” the basis for negotiations! 
And yet it was only 2 years ago. NATO has pursued its policy a) the USSR has been forced 
to backtrack from its previous intransigence and is now offerinz 2 partial reduction of its 
own missile arsenal on certain specific conditions. 


Essentially the Soviet leader's Bonn talks revealed the MSSR's willingness to begin the 
dialogue with the Americans on th: reduction of theater weapons, abandoning the rigid 
conditions established on previous cccasions. At first Moscow proposed a siaple moratoriun 
that would have left the imbalance between the alignments unchanged; then it threatened 

mot to start negotiations unless meanwhile SALT Il were racified. Later it lowered its 
sights to simultaneous discussionon the subject of the U.S. forward~based systems in Europe, 
offering a unilateral moratorium, and now it hes taken a further step by declaring its will- 
ingness to reduce its own weaponry as an “advance” against the results of the Ceneve 
negotiations. 


This apparent flexibility by the Soviets, which in fact implies no relinguishment of the demand 
for similar behavior from the West, is the realistic consequence of the steadfast stand 
adopted by the SATO countries. Having seen their determined refusal to accept the soratoriun 
and at the same time their determination to carry forward the missile godernization progran, 
Moscow saw itself forced to modify its own stance, at least at the tactical level, by intro- 
ducing some variations on its old demand for a moratorium. This is in itself an initial 
step, even though the USSR still claims undauntedly that there is substantial parity »setween 
the two blocs’ medium-range forces. But this is a contrived argument, because in presenting 
his case to Schmidt, Brezhnev equated both the new triple-warhead $5-20 venicles and the old 
SS-4 and SS-5 missiles, which deliver only one warhead each. And as is well known, the West 
considers a mere counting of the various delivery vehicles inadequate and wnsatisfactory. 
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ACCESSION REPCRTED 





LDO30348 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 2300 Gt 2 Dec 8) 


[Text’ Spain today took the final step om the path toward NATO menbe-ship vith the 
presentation of a letter from the minister of foreign affairs, Jose Pedro Perez-Liorca, 
to NATO"s secretary general, Joseph Luns, and with the letter’s favorable reception by 
the organization, BNE [Madrid Domestic Service] in Brussels has had access to the docu- 
ments exchanged on the matter. Here is the complete text of the declaration on the 
event read by an official NATO spokesman: 


[Begin recording of unidentified BATO spokesman in French with superimposed Spanish 
translation] On behalf of the North Atlantic Council, the secretary general of SATO, 
Joseph Lens, welcomes the initiative which the government of the Kingdom of Spain has 
taken in expressing its readiness to become a member of the North Atlantic alliarce. 

The members of the Atlantic alliance wil! sow set in motion the process for accession 
which will begin with the drawing up of « protocol of meabership which will be subsicted 
for the consi4-<cation and formal approval of the foreign sinisters who vill have the 
opportunity of expressing their points of view during the weeting of the North Atlantic 
Council in Brussels on 10 December. This protocol will be ready for signing in Brussels 
at a formal plenary session of the council on the afternoon of the same day. In 
accordance with the existing procedures the Kingdom of Spain will be invited to join the 
alliance once the protocol of membership has been ratified by the member countries in 
agreement with their national constitutional procedures. As laid down in article 10 of 
the North Atlantic Treaty, membership will become effective on the date on which the 
instrument of membership is deposited with the government of the United States of 
America. fend recording] 


In a personal letter from the secretary general of NATO, Joserh Luns, to the Spanish 
minister of foreign affairs, Jose Pedro Perez-Liorca, which contains the text of the 
communique, the following paragruph is added: 


You are cordially invited .o attend the said ceremony. Moreover, I should like to convey 
the invitation from th acting honorary president of the council, the Hon Mark MacCuigan, 
secretary of state for external affairs of Canada, to join us that night in the 
traditional dinner for the foreign ministers. 


SAHAGUN EXPLAINS RESIGNATION OF UCD CHAIRMANSHIP 





PM021603 Barcelona LA VANCUARDIA in Spanish 20 Nov 81 p 9 


[Excerpt] Madrid — Former Union of the Democratic Center [UCD] chairman Agustin 
Rodriguez Sahagun has sent a letter to all party members, in which he explains his 
tesignation and the aims which he pursued during his term of office heading the party. 
The text of the letter’s most important paragraphs is as follows: 


"I wish to rewind you that I agreed to submit my candidacy for the party chairmanship 
because this was asked of me by many comrades of various sectors, and sincerely believing 
that I should not refuse at that difficult time. Since that time I have devoted the 

rest of my time to working for party wnity by following a unifying policy and seeking 

to ensure that the UCD would remain loyal to the centrist political blueprint in order 
never to disappoint owr members and voters. At the same time, I have atisapted to 
strengthen the organization and contact with our provincial members and leader: in a 
desire to raise our comrades’ morale and enthusiasm in order to maintain ⸗ lively and 


constantly expanding party. 


"I have striven to fulfill the pledge undertaken at our second national congress to 
attend to the party's internal democratization and to give impetus to the functioning 
of the collective bodies ⸗ the Political Council and the Executive Committee. ” 
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“And all this is without a reduction of the party's support for the government, which has 
been expressed on many occasions and under many circumstances’ support based on sincerity 
and loyalty to the guidelines and instructions of the natioral congress — the party's 
supreme body, of whose decisions the chairman is constitutionally the repository and 
guarantor. 


“Our party has been experiencing for over a year a grave crisis which can only be resolved 
if people really change their behavior and attitudes and there is dialogue, understanding 
and generosity on everybody's part. It is within this framework and believing that reuni- 
fication of the offices of prime minister and party chairman could be advantageous at this 
moment -- for reasons of political opportuneness -- that I have tendered my resignation 
from the UCD chairmanship. 


“And I have done so on the basis of my sense of responsibility and hope that this reunifi- 
cation could be positive for resolving the UCD's crisis. 


"I leave the chairmanship in the hope that the UCD will be able to be the strong party 
for which I have struggled; a champion of the society of freedom, capable of carrying out 
without dangers the reforms which Spain needs and of attracting voters with its political 
blueprint for many years, in order to prevent the recurrence in our country of a division 
into two blocs, which has always ended in confrontation among Spanish people.” 


CALVO-SOTELO TO TRAVEL ABROAD BEGINNING JANUARY 





LD021646 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 1230 GMT 2 Dec 81 


[Text] With the present phase of the government party crisis settled, Prime Minister Calvo- 
Sotelo now intends to give priority attention to foreign relations which nave been at a 
stand. :ill lately, says DIARIO 16 columnist Fernando (Jauregui). This will take the form 
of a wide range of foreign trips which beginning in January will occur about once a week, 
though diplomatic sources have said that firm dates have not yet been fixed. This will 

be done when the final touches have been put on the government reshuffle. 


The prime minister's first two trips will be to Tunis and London. The first of these 
being combined with a visit to the Arab League headquarters, though the main point of the 
trip is to discuss Spanish membership in the EEC, which the Tunisians think will be harmful 
for their exports of farm produce. The EEC will also be the main point in the prime 
minister's trips to Lond and Brussels. The trip to London is scheduled for 8 January at 
the invitation of Mrs Thatcher. 


But that is not the end of his schedule of foreign trips for the first 2 months of next 
year. The next one will be to Peru, within the framework of what is seen as the bridge 
which Spain provides between the EEC and the Latin American countries. Another trip will 
be to Mexico, to get to know personaily the next Mexican president, the Institutional 
Revolutionary Party candidate Miguel de la Madrid. 


Finally, there will be trips in the context of what is seen as a new phase of opening up 


towards East Europe. Calvo-Sotelo will be me ing a trip to Yugoslavia and the foreign 
minister -- still Perez-Llorca -- will visit Bulgaria and Hungary. 


BRIEFS 


LOAN TO NICARAGUA -- The government has granted Nicaragua a loan of $25 million for the 
purchase of capital goods, consumer goods and steel products. According to an EFE report, 

the loan was signed in the Nicaraguan capital by the director general of the Banco 

Exterior de Espana, (Joaquin Casinto), and the president of the Banco Central de Nicaragua, 
Alfredo Cesar. [Text] [Madrid in Spanish to Europe 2000 GMT 2 Dec 81 LD] 
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FINLAND 


USSR MINISTER COMMENTS ON ECONOMIC RELATIONS 





LDO21746 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1530 GMT 2 Dec 81 


[Text] Soviet Minister of Foreign Trade Nikolay Patolichev regards Finnish-Soviet economic 
relations as internationally exemplary. Patolichev today addressed the annual meeting of 

the Finnish--Soviet Chamber of Commerce in Helsinki. He referred to the tense world 

situation aid assured his audience that the Soviet Union supports a strengthening of 

security and peace in the world through, among other things, trade and economic cooperation. 
Patolichev pointed out that Finland has risen to become the USSR's second largest Western 

trade partner. He said that the Soviet Union takes these economic relations into consideration 
when formulating its development plans and that such relations also benefit Finland, which 

is affected by the difficulties caused by the Western economic crisis. 


ICELAND 


PARTY PROPOSES DEMILITARIZED NORTH ATLANTIC 





PMO21213 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 29 Nov 81 p 7 
[Bergthor Kjarnested dispatch: “Iceland Wants Conference on North Atlantic™] 


[Text] Reykjavik -- In the last few weeks the Icelandic Althing has been carrying on a 
lively debate on nuclear weapons and other security questions. 


During an Althing question time, which was the introduction to the debate, it was announced 
that Iceland had given its approval to the deployment of 600 new nuclear missiles in 

West Europe. Foreign Minister Olafur Johannesson stated that within NATO, decisions 

were made not through voting, but through consensus or general declaration. The fact 

that Iceland had granted its approval in December 1979 gave rise to a certain amount of 
controversy, since the country was then being ruled by an interim Social Democratic 
minority government whose main task had been to hold new elections in the country. At the 
time the Social Democrats had 14 of the Althing's 60 seats and were the biggest losers in 
the December election losing 4 seats. It alsc became ciear during the debate that in 
recent years Soviet submarine traffic around Iceland has increased significantly. 


Some Althing members expressed concern over a possible future nuclear accident in the 

ocean off Iceland, since the country is extremely dependent on its fish exports. The 
Progressive party, which is Foreign Minister Johannesson's own party, now wants the government 
to invite all nations possessing nuclear arms and North Atlantic littoral countries, as 

well as representatives of the World Peace Council to a conference. The idea behind this 
conference would be to gradually demilitarize the North Atlantic, the first stage in which 
would be to stop any further increase in nuclear weapons in the area. Thereafter nuclear 
disarmament would take place in stages within a certain period of time, after which the 

North Atlantic would be declared a nuclear-free zone. 


An international body would then be given the task of monitoring and implementing these 
plans, and it could be based in Iceland, the proposal states. The proposal looks as if it 
has a good chance of being approved by the Althing since the Progressive party's 17 members 
and the leftwing socialist People's Alliance's 11 members are expected to support the 
proposal. This would mean that the support of only three other Althing members would be 
needed. During the debate Foreign Minister Johannesson stated in the Althing that 
Iceland's commitments to NATO and the 1951 defense treaty with the United States do not 
prevent Iceland from participating in or signing declarations about nuclear-free zones. 
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INTERCOMMUNAL TALKS RESUME IN NICOSIA 2 DEC 





NCO21811 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GMT 2 Dec 81 


[Text] A new meeting within the framework of the intercommunal talks was held at the 
Ledra Palace Hotel today. Prior to the meeting, the special envoy of the UN secretary 
general stated that procedural matters cunnectedc with the new phase of the talks were 

to be discussed, and he expressed the hope that existing differences would be bridged at 
the meeting. Mr Gobbi stated that the Waldheim evaluation is not a substitute for the 
summit agreements, which, he added, will be imp)emented through a more analytical method. 
We will not substitute anything, Mr Gobbi said; we are trying to go a little further. 


loannidhis, the Greek Cypriot representative at the talks, stated that methods for holding 
the talks following the submission of the Waldheim evaluation were to be discussed. He 
also said the agenda has been agreed on between the parties and is based on the 1979 
summit agreements and the opening statement [by Waldheim]. He said: There is no reason 
to change it. Mr loannidhis said the Waldheim evaluation is not a substitute for the UN 
resolutions or the summit agreements. He added: It is an accessory, as the UN secretary 
general has said, to help effect some progress in the talks. 


Onan, the Turkish Cypriot representative at the talks, stated that at today's meeting he 
Was to comment on tie Waldheim document and on the document submitted by the Greek Cypriot 


side. Mr Onan said he was not going to submit a document. 


"Method for Discussion’ 





NCO30742 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL in English 3 Dec 81 p l 


[Excerpts] The Greek and Turkish Cypriot sides in the intercommunal negotiations yester- 
day agreed that the UN secretary general's evaluation so far constitutes “a method for 
discussion". 


This was stated after a meeting lasting one and a half hours yesterday at the Ledra Palace 
Hotel of the Greek Cypriot negotiator, Mr Ioannidhis, and his Turkish Cypriot counter- 
part, Mr Onan, before UN special representative, Mr Hugo Gobbi. 


The communique issued by the UN said: "Procedural aspects arising from the secretary 
general's evluation were discussed. Both sides agreed with the special representative 
of the UN secretary general that the evaluation constitutes a method for discussion. 
Each side put forward fully its views as to the methodology of future negotiations.” 
The next meeting has been tentatively fixed for next Wednesday, 9 December. It added, 
however, that if this meeting does not take place due to the visit to UN headquarters 
in New York of the UN secretary general's special representative, the meeting will be 
on Thursday, 7 January, 1982. 


Reliable sources said there is no firm date for Mr Gobbi's departure. The exact date 
will depend on when the Security Council debate for the extension of the UNFICYP man- 
date takes place. 


Yesterday's meeting was the first since the Waldheim evaluation paper was formally 
tabled on November 18, which Dr Waldheim himself described as a “negotiating vehicle 
for the intercommunal talks”. 


A UN source in Nicosia expressed guarded optimism about the outcome yesterday, saying 
that while it has not been agreed wnether it is a drive-on vehicle, the two sides 
appear agreed at least that it is the only form of transport around. 
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OZAL ANNOUNCES FAVORABLE BALANCE OF PAYMENTS 





TAO21057 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 2 Dec 81 


[Excerpt] State Minister and Deputy Prime Minister Turgut Ozal, speaking at the seventh 
livestock breeding congress in Ankara, has said that Turkey currently has no serious foreign 
exchange problems, as a balance of payments is certain. Noting that Turkey's exports for 

the first 10 months of 1981 reached more than $3 billion and increased 64 percent in 
comparison to the same period last year, Ozal said he hoped this figure would reach about 
$4.5 billion by the end of the year. 


Recalling that a large market exists for Turkey’s livestock in neighboring countries, the 
deputy prime minister said that up to 15 November export agreements for 2.5 million head 

of livestock have been concluded. Ozal added that correct foreign exchange policies have 
provided for a speedy development of Turkey's livestock and meat exports. He said the 
export of livestock would play an important role in the future in Turkey’s foreign exchange 
balance. 


Production Increase 
TAO31058 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 3 Dec 81 


[Text] Industry and Technology Minister Sahap Kocatopcu has said that production at the 
economic enterprises under his ministry have risen by an average of 20 percent over last 
year. A meeting is being held in Ankara to discuss the administration and investment 
activities of the state economic enterprises for the period January-September 1981. In 
an opening speech, Kocatopcu pointed out that even though the number of workers employed 
at the state economic enterprises had been reduced by 5 percent since the beginning of 
the year, production and productivity had risen in the same period. However, he added, 
the state economic enterprises did not fall in step with the exports of 1981. 


The minister stressed, however, that only the cement industry and the machine and chemical 
industry establishments were successful in exports this year. The meeting is also being 
attended by officials from the Consultative Assembly budget and planning committee, the 
prime ministry supreme supervisory council, the State Planning Organization and the 
Finance Ministry. 


DEATH SENTENCES SOUGHT FOR 16 SEPARATISTS 





TAO11838 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 1 Dec 81 


[Statement by the press and public relations department of the 7th Corps and Diyarbakir, 
Urfa, Mardin, Siirt, Hakkari and Van Martial Law Command] 


[Text] The trial of 197 militants belonging to the illegal and separatist Kava organization, 
which aspires at establishing an independent [Kurdish] state in the eastern and southeastern 
regions of Turkey, began yesterday at the lst Military Court in Diyarbakir. The suspects 
are accused of killing 19 persons and wounding 19 others in Diyarbakir, Mardin, Siirt and 
Van, engaging in armed clashes with the security forces, robberies and other crimes. 


In his indictment, the military prosecutor has asked for the death sentence for 16 of the 
accused and for various prison sentences for the remainder. 




















